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.  Saudi  Arabia  will  not  renew  the  Dhahran  base  agreement  when 
'  it  expires  in  April  1962,  because,  Mecca  Radio  said  on  Mar.  16,  it  is 
following  a  “unified  and  pure  Arab  policy.” 

Cairo’s  doctrine  of  positive  neutralism  is  forcing  evacuation 
of  all  American  bases  from  Arab  lands  because  it  permits  no  Arab 
ruler  to  maintain  a  defense  arrangement  with  the  West.  On  Mar.  19, 
Cairo  Radio  commented  that  “these  imperialist  and  aggression  bases 
have  been  sentenced  to  liquidation  ever  since  the  peoples  realized 
the  true  facts  about  them.” 

We  are  withdrawing  from  Morocco  and  how  long  we  shall  con- 
/  tinue  to  have  Wheelus  Field  in  Libya  is  uncertain. 

Washington  is  philosophical.  Our  forward  bases  have  been 
'  outdated  by  missiles.  In  any  event,  Dhahran  never  was  a  military 
base.  The  Air  Force  maintained  transport  facilities  and  a  rescue 
unit  there,  but  no  combat  planes.  Dhahran  might  have  had  strategic 
importance  in  time  of  war.  But  that’s  academic.  When  we  wanted 
to  rush  fuel  to  beleaguered  Jordan  in  the  1958  crisis,  Saudi  Arabia 

denied  air  space  to  U.  S.  tanker  planes. 

«  *  « 

The  1951  agreement  was  attacked  because  it  allowed  Saudi 
Arabia  to  screen  American  soldiers  on  religious  grounds.  Former 
Air  Force  Secretary  Thomas  K.  Finletter  wrote : 

*^The  value  of  the  base  is  relatively  small  and  can  be  replaced.  But  the 

value  of  the  principle  involved  is  high  and  cannot  be  replaced.” 

A  Senate  resolution  and  the  national  political  conventions  scored 
the  practice  in  1956.  And  in  1959,  Congress  adopted  the  Morse- 
Javits  amendment  to  the  Mutual  Security  Appropriations  bill,  oppos- 
.  ing  U.  S.  aid  to  nations  which  discriminate  against  Americans  on 
m  the  ground  of  race  or  religion. 

^  Nevertheless,  in  1957,  the  agreement  was  renewed.  We  agreed 
to  sell  Saudi  Arabia  an  undisclosed  quantity  of  arms,  to  train  its 
air  force  and  navy  and  to  grant  $25  million  for  the  Dhahran  airport 
l  and  the  harbor  at  Damman.  And  when  King  Saud  visited  the  United 
States,  he  was  royally  welcomed  by  President  Eisenhower  at  the 
Washington  airport. 

An  imaginative  press  hailed  a  loyal  “ally.”  Saudi  Arabia  and 
1  the  United  States  do  share  apprehensions  about  communism,  and 
iC,  Saudi  Arabia  and  aramco  do  share  dividends  from  400  million 
•  barrels  of  oil  a  year  (until  1999) . 

But  Saudi  Arabia  never  shared  our  commitment  to  defend  free¬ 
dom.  As  far  back  as  1937,  Ibn  Saud  tried  to  get  arms  from  Hitler. 
Saudi  Arabia  belatedly— and  safely— declared  war  against  the  Axis, 
on  Feb.  8,  1945,  20  days  before  the  UN  deadline,  because  this  was 
necessary  to  qualify  for  a  glamorized  robe-swishing  appearance  at 
the  San  Francisco  UN  conference.  But  despite  the  UN  commitment 
to  keep  the  peace.  King  Saud  inaugurated  his  reign,  in  1953,  with  a 
declaration  that  it  was  worth  10  million  Arab  lives  to  destroy  Israel. 

Saudi  Arabia  has  always  keyed  its  foreign  policy  to  Nasserism. 
It  opposed  the  Baghdad  Pact.  It  embraced  the  Eisenhower  Doctrine 
in  the  spring  of  1957  and  spumed  it  in  the  fall.  Its  UN  delegate 
virulently  harangues  the  United  States  at  every  opportunity,  and 
last  fall  he  voted  39  times  with  the  Soviet  bloc  and  only  six  times 
with  the  United  States. 

*  *  * 

Few  will  regret  our  departure  from  Dhahran.  It  was  not  a 
I  X>osition  of  strength.  It  was  vulnerable.  Its  value  as  a  base  for  the 
'  defense  of  democracy  was  impeached  because  it  bolstered  a  medieval 
monarchy  and  betrayed  a  fundamental  principle  which  democracy 
must  always  hold  inviolate. 
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Attack  on  Kennedy.  Cairo  Radio 
bitterly  assailed  President  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  after  be  announced  a  $25  miBion 
Export-Import  Bank  loan  to  Israel  on 
Mar.  15.  The  loan — an  interest-bearing 
hard-money  obligation  —  helps  the 
United  States  as  well  as  Israel  because 
it  finances  American  exports. 

On  Mar.  16,  Cairo  Radio  denounced 
the  loan  as  the  “first  pro-Zionist  and 
anti-Arab  action  taken  by  President 
Kennedy  . . . 

“To  Kennedy,  all  the  world’s  prob¬ 
lems  are  of  secondary  importance, 
whereas  the  main  problem  ...  is  that 
of  Israel’s  economy.  This  sympathy 
with  Israel  shows  .  .  .  that  Kennedy’s 
imperialist  policy  is  the  same  policy 
of  Truman  and  Eisenhower  and  that 
the  imperialist  blood  runs  in  the  veins 
of  all  American  presidents.  . .” 

In  an  obvious  effort  to  inunobilize  the 
new  Administration,  Cairo  insists  that 
America  must  choose  between  Israelis 
and  Arabs: 

"The  United  States,  which  is  now 
defying  the  Arabs  by  extending  aid 
to  Israel,  thus  earning  the  enmity, 
wrath,  and  hatred  of  the  Arabs  with 
this  open  support  of  an  enemy  which 
harbors  nothing  but  evil  against  them, 
will  one  day  reap  the  fruits  of  what 
it  sows.” 

But  there  were  two  indications  that 
the  United  States  will  not  be  intimidated 
by  the  either-or  demands  put  forward 
by  Arab  leaders. 

No  Show.  Miss  Helen  Hayes  was  sched¬ 
uled  to  appear  in  Cairo  in  the  American 
Theater  Guild  productions  “The  Skin  of  ' 
Our  Teeth,  “The  Glass  Menagerie,”  and 
“The  Miracle  Worker.”  The  UAR 
objected  because  the  company,  traveling 
under  Department  of  State  auspices, 
was  also  scheduled  to  go  to  Tel  Aviv. 
The  Department  refu^  to  yield  to 
Cairo’s  idtimatum  and  it  steered  the  cast 
away  from  Cairo  and  on  to  Beirut 

(Continued  on  pose  88) 
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There  is  a  period  of  relative  calm  in 
the  Middle  East,  but  there  is  intensive 
study  on  the  future  course  of  American 
policy  in  the  region.  There  are  differ¬ 
ences  of  opinion  about  what  can  and 
should  be  done  to  advance  an  Arab- 
Israel  peace  settlement. 

The  American  Israel  Public  Affairs 
Committee,  which  conducts  public  ac¬ 
tion  to  strengthen  friendship  between 
the  United  States  and  Israel  and  pro¬ 
mote  an  Arab-Israel  peace,  discussed 
these  issues  at  a  two-day  conference 
in  Washington  on  March  19-20  and 
submitted  its  conclusions  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State.  The  text  of  the  statement 
is  reprinted  here  in  full. 


The  Americaa  Israel  Public  Affairs 
Committee  believes  that  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people,  gravely  concerned  over 
the  hostilities  which  divide  mankind 
and  threaten  its  survival,  have  been 
heartened  by  the  courageous  and  vig¬ 
orous  leadership  of  President  John  F. 
Kennedy. 

We  join  with  our  fellow-Americans 
in  the  determination  to  support  the 
firm  words  uttered  by  President  Ken¬ 
nedy  in  the  hour  of  his  inauguration: 

“Let  every  nation  know,  whether  it 
wishes  us  well  or  ill,  that  we  shall 
pay  any  price,  bear  any  burden, 
meet  any  hardship,  support  any 
friend,  oppose  any  foe,  in  order  to 
assure  the  survival  and  the  success 
of  liberty.” 

The  new  Administration  is  now  re¬ 
viewing  American  foreign  policy  in 
all  parts  of  the  world.  The  American 
Israel  Public  Affairs  Committee  hopes 
that  this  reappraisal  will  ensure  a  firm 
policy  in  the  Near  East  which  will  de¬ 
ter  aggression,  promote  peace  and 
economic  development,  and  strength¬ 
en  freedom. 

We  offer  our  support  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  in  the  implementation  of 
policies  which  will  serve  these  objec¬ 
tives. 

Since  World  War  II,  the  United 
States  has  befriended  Israel  and  the 
Arab  states  and  has  helped  them  to 
raise  the  standards  of  living  of  their 
peoples. 

The  United  States  should  continue 
to  seek  the  friendship  of  these  gov¬ 
ernments  and  encourage  them  to  re¬ 
solve  their  conflicts  and  befriend  each 
other.  In  this  process,  however,  our 
Government  cannot  be  neutral  be¬ 
tween  those  who  are  for  aggression 
and  those  who  are  for  peace. 


Proposals  For  A  Near  East  Policy 


Neither  the  United  Nations  nor  the 
United  States  has  been  able  to  induce 
the  Arab  states  to  terminate  the  state 
of  war  which  they  have  maintained 
against  Israel  for  thirteen  years  in  de¬ 
fiance  of  the  UN  1947  Partition  Res¬ 
olution  and  in  violation  of  the  UN 
Charter.  That  state  of  war  is  deplor¬ 
able,  dangerous  and  a  tragic  waste  of 
human  and  material  resources. 

Arab  leaders  use  hatred  for  Israel 
as  their  badge  of  patriotism  in  the 
internal  struggle  for  leadership  in  the 
Arab  world.  The  massive  military, 
economic  and  political  support  they 
receive  from  the  Soviet  bloc  bolsters 
their  ambition  for  military  superiority 
and  encourages  their  hope  for  victory. 
They  wage  a  propaganda  offensive  to 
shift  the  blame  and  consequences  for 
the  Arab-Israel  conflict  to  Israel  in 
order  to  alienate  other  nations  from 
Israel,  disengage  the  West  from  vital 
moral  and  security  commitments,  re¬ 
duce  Western  aid  to  Israel  and  ulti¬ 
mately  isolate  her. 

For  Direct  Negotiations 

An  Arab-Israel  peace  is  a  funda¬ 
mental  goal  of  United  States  policy  in 
the  Near  East  and  our  Government 
must  continue  a  sustained  effort  to 
work  for  it,  recognizing  that  peace  can 
be  attained  only  by  direct  negotia¬ 
tions  between  the  Arab  states  and 
Israel. 

Israel  has  repeatedly  offered  to  ne¬ 
gotiate  directly  with  the  Arab  states. 
There  is  no  reason  why  such  direct 
negotiations  should  be  indefinitely  de¬ 
ferred.  The  United  States  should  not 
be  restrained  by  fear  that  working  for 
peace  will  provoke  Arab  resentment. 
The  Arab  states  can  be  induced  to 
abandon  their  negative  position  only 
if  our  country  and  the  UN  are  un¬ 
swerving  in  the  determination  to  out¬ 
law  the  Arab  war  against  Israel. 

President  Kennedy  referred  to  the 
overriding  world  conflict  in  his  in¬ 
augural  address.  His  words  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  Near  East: 

“So  let  us  begin  anew — remember¬ 
ing  on  both  sides  that  stability  is 
not  a  sign  of  weakness,  and  sin¬ 
cerity  is  always  subject  to  proof. 
Let  us  never  negotiate  out  of  fear. 
But  let  us  never  fear  to  negotiate.” 
We  also  recall,  with  satisfaction, 
President  Kennedy’s  statement  of  Au¬ 


gust  25,  1960  that  the  United  States 
must  make  it  “crystal  clear”  that  “wc 
will  act  promptly  and  decisively 
against  any  nation  in  the  Middle  Eas| 
which  attacks  its  neighbor.”  Tho 
President  deplored  that  neither  Arebs 
nor  Israelis  “know  exactly  where  wet 
stand  or  exactly  what  we  mean.”  We| 
look  forward  to  a  new  and  positive' 
statement  that  the  United  States  willl 
take  decisive  action  to  resist  aggres¬ 
sion  in  the  Near  East  from  whatever 
source. 

The  Balance  of  Strength 

Israel  stands  alone;  she  belongs  to 
no  defense  system;  no  treaty  auto¬ 
matically  brings  allies  to  her  defense. 
While  Israel’s  neighbors^ve  been 
supplied  with  weapon?’  from  Com¬ 
munist  sources,  oui  Jovemment  has 
not  provided  gran'  ""ilitary  aid  to 
Israel,  and  she  has  bt^-i  compelled  to 
expend  large  sums  to  purchase  arms 
to  defend  herself.  In  the  interests  of 
world  peace  we  favor  disarmament  in 
the  Near  East,  under  effective  mutual 
inspection.  As  long  as  Israel  is  men¬ 
aced  by  Soviet  weapons  in  the  hands 
of  the  Arab  states,  however,  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  other  Western  allies 
must  be  vigilant  to  guarantee  that  the 
arms  balance  is  maintained.  This  is 
indispensable  to  preserve  stability  in 
the  Near  East  and  to  prevent  an  out¬ 
break  of  hostilities. 

The  Economic  War  ^ 

The  Arab  boycott  and  blockade 
must  be  ended.  In  May  1960,  Con¬ 
gress  by  an  amendment  to  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  reaffirmed  the  U.  S.  po¬ 
sition  in  favor  of  freedom  of  naviga¬ 
tion  in  international  waterways  d 
economic  cooperation  between  na¬ 
tions  and  in  opposition  to  boycotts, 
blockades  and  restriction  in  the  use 
of  international  waterways.  This 
amendment  armed  the  Administra-j 
tion  with  an  authoritative  statement 
of  American  policy  on  these  issues.  ' 
President  Kennedy  declared  on  j 
August  25,  I'" 60:  / 

“If  America’s  word  to  the  world  is 
to  have  any  meaning,  if  the  deci- 
•  sions  and  resolutions  of  the  United 
Nations  are  lo  be  binding  on  all 
parties,  if  the  Mutual  Security 
amendment  Which  I  co-sponsored 
with  Senator  Paul  H.  Douglas  is  to 
have  meaning,  if  the  clear,  thought- 
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The  text  of  a  statement  adopted  at  the  conference  of  the  American  Israel  Public 
Affairs  Committee  in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  Mar,  20,  1961, 


gram.  Instead,  they  demand  that  Is¬ 
rael  repatriate  the  refugees  who  were 
the  victims  of  their  own  1948 
aggression. 

The  Arab  states  base  their  demand 
for  repatriation  on  a  UN  resolution 
adopted  in  December  1948  which 
they  themselves  opposed  because  it 
called  upon  “the  governments  and 
authorities  concerned  to  seek  agree¬ 
ment  by  negotiations  conducted  with 
a  view  toward  the  final  settlement  of 
all  questions  outstanding  between 
them.” 

The  United  Nations  resolution 
clearly  intended  that  any  repatriation 
of  Arab  refugees  to  Israel  should  be 
dealt  with  within  the  context  of  Arab- 
Israel  peace  negotiations.  But  Arab 
leaders  ignore  the  UN  call  for  peace. 
They  invoke  only  one  paragraph  of 
that  resolution  (paragraph  11),  de¬ 
liberately  disregarding  the  resolution’s 
explicit  qualification  that  returning 
refugees  be  prepared  to  “live  at  peace 
with  their  neighbors.”  The  Arab  claim 
to  repatriation  has  been  invalidated 
because  they  have  persisted  in  a  pro¬ 
claimed  war  which  contravenes  that 
resolution  and  has  rendered  it  obso¬ 
lete.  In  the  UN  refugee  centers,  the 
Arab  refugees  are  being  taught  to 
hate  Israel,  and  Arab  propaganda 
calls  for  para-military  formations  in 
preparation  for  the  invasion  of  Israel. 

It  is  contended  by  some  that  if 
only  Israel  would  permit  the  refugees 
a  free  choice  between  repatriation  and 
compensation,  very  few  would  choose 
repatriation;  once  having  achieved 
satisfaction  of  their  political  claim, 
they  would  no  longer  reject  resettle¬ 
ment.  This  is  a  reckless  contention 
and  a  disservice  to  the  refugees  them¬ 
selves.  It  merely  encourages  Arab 
leaders  in  their  opposition  to  resettle¬ 
ment. 

It  should  be  noted  that  Israel  has 


Cairo  Dissents 

For  three  days,  Cairo  Radio 
lashed  at  the  policy  statement  is¬ 
sued  by  the  American  Israel  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs  Committee.  On  Mar. 


repeatedly  declared  its  readiness  to 
pay  compensation  for  abandoned 
Arab  property.  More  than  200,000 
Arabs,  some  of  them  former  refugees 
admitted  under  the  family  reunifica¬ 
tion  plan,  are  now  citizens  of  Israel. 

No  nation  can  risk  an  influx  of 
people  who  come  with  inbred  hostil¬ 
ity,  rather  than  as  loyal  settlers.  In 
a  similar  situation,  in  1780,  the 
United  States  Congress  rejected  Brit¬ 
ish  pressure  to  readmit  refugees  who 
had  left  as  enemies  of  America’s 
struggle  for  independence. 

Since  1948,  Israel  has  welcomed  a 
million  Jewish  immigrants.  Half  of 
them  came  from  Arab  countries  in 
Asia  and  North  Africa- — about  as 
many  as  the  actual  number  of  Arabs 
who  13  years  ago  left  what  is  now 
Israel.  It  would  be  both  logical  and 
fair  for  the  Arab  states  to  resettle  the 
Arab  refugees  in  their  territories. 
They  have  vast  imdeipopulated  space, 
opportunity  and  a  need  fpr  people. 

Our  Government  owes  full  support 
to  every  measure  which  compassion¬ 
ately  speeds  the  day  when  the  ref¬ 
ugees  can  become  productive  citizens 
leading  useful  lives  among  their  own 
people.  I 

The  mandate  of  the  United  Nations 
Relief  and  Works  Agency  shoulli  be 
extended.  Some  process  has  jbeen 
made.  Refugees  who  iare  trainedi  and 
who  acquire  skills  hajve  found  work. 
The  majority  of  the  refugees  who  still 
receive  UNRWA  rations  no  longer  re¬ 
side  in  UN  refugee  centers.  UNRWA 
should  increasingly  emphasize  reha¬ 
bilitation  rather  than  relief — ^by  train¬ 
ing  people  to  work,  encouraging  khem 
to  become  citizens  in  the  countries  in 
which  they  reside  and  stimulating  re¬ 
settlement 

Congress  should  continue  to  appro¬ 
priate  adequate  funds  for  the  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  refugees,  stressing  pub¬ 
lic  works,  self  help  and  resettlement 
Larger  aid  should  be  granted  to  those 
nations  which  cooperate  in  projects 
for  refugee  absorption. 


ful  language  of  the  Democratic 
platform  is  to  have  meaning — the 
influence  of  this  nation  and  other 
maritime  powers  must  be  brought 
to  bear  on  a  just  solution  that  re- 
j  moves  all  discrimination  from  the 
-iouez  Canal.” 

The  Administration  should  make  it 
clear  that  the  United  States  will  not 
concur  in  the  blacklisting  of  Ameri¬ 
can  shippers  or  other  businessmen 
who  trade  with  Israel. 

The  United  States  should  imple¬ 
ment  the  position  affirmed  by  the 
Congress  in  the  amendment  to  the 
Mutual  Security  Appropriations  Act 
of  1959,  which  expressed  opposition 
to  discriminafion  by  recipients  of 
American  aid  against  Americans  on 
grounds  of  race  or  religion. 

Continued  Economic  Aid 
The  United  States  must  assist  the 
new  nations  who  make  effective  use 
of  our  aid  to  combat  poverty  and  to 
help  their  peoples  to  a  better  life. 

The  United  States  should  continue 
economic  aid  to  the  peoples  of  Israel, 
the  Arab  states  and  other  countries 
in  the  Near  East. 

Economic  assistance  to  Israel  has 
helped  her  resettle  hundreds  of  thou- 
/  sands  of  Jewish  refugees,  develop  her 
skills  and  resources  and  stimulate  her 
impressive  rate  of  agricultural  and  in¬ 
dustrial  growth.  American  aid  to 
Israel  has  been  used  prudently  and 
should  be  maintained. 

Our  Government  respects  the  right 
of  every  nation  to  be  independent  in 
the  conduct  of  foreign  policy.  But  a 
distinction  must  be  made  between 
genuine  neutrals  and  those  who  don 
the  mask  of  neutralism  to  exploit 
world  conflicts  to  enhance  their  pow¬ 
er.  Our  Government  should  avoid 
lavishing  aid  on  those  who  abuse  our 
assistance  to  undermine  our  policies 
and  alienate  friends  and  who  engage 
in  power  politics. 

The  Arab  Refugees 

The  only  realistic  solution  to  the 
problem  of  the  Arab  refugees  is  their 
resettlement  in  Arab  countries  where 
there  is  need,  land  and  opportunity. 
Major  refugee  problems  have  been 
resolved  in  the  past  by  resettlement — 
never  by  repatriation. 

Arab  leaders  persistently  refuse  to 
cooperate  in  any  resettlement  pro- 


Cairo  Dissents 

For  three  days,  Cairo  Radio 
lashed  at  the  policy  statement  is¬ 
sued  by  the  American  Israel  Pub¬ 
lic  Affairs  Committee.  On  Mar. 
21,  it  asked: 

“Is  this  statement  a  result  of 
the  Zionist  pressure  or  a  part 
of  the  American  pressure  plan? 
Is  it  world  Zionist  pressure  on 
Kennedy’s  government,  or  is  it 
inspiration  or  guidance  from 
the  Kennedy  government  given 
to  world  Zionism  7** 


A  Bipartisan  Policy 

It  is  a  source  of  deep  satisfaction 
that  the  United  States  actively  helped 
Israel,  in  bipartisan  accord,  during 
the  administrations  at  both  l^esident 

(turn  the  page) 
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Harry  Truman  and  President  Dwight 
D.  Eisenhower. 

We  believe  that  the  views  ex¬ 
pressed  herein  are  shared  by  Che  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  American  people.  They 
were  reflected  in  the  platform  state¬ 
ments  adopted  at  the  1960  national 
conventions. 

The  Democratic  Platform  said: 

“In  the  Middle  East  we  will  work 
for  guarantees  to  ensure  independ¬ 
ence  for  all  states.  We  will  encour¬ 
age  direct  Arab-Israel  peace  nego¬ 
tiations;  the  resettlement  of  Arab 
refugees  in  lands  where  there  is 
\  room  and  opportunity  for  them; 

'  an  end  to  boycotts  and  blockades; 
the  unrestricted  use  of  the  Suez 
Canal  by  all  nations. 

“We  urge  continued  economic  as¬ 
sistance  to  Israel  and  the  Arab  peo¬ 
ples  to  help  them  raise  their  living 
standards.  We  pledge  our  best  ef¬ 
forts  for  peace  in  the  Middle  East 
by  seeking  to  prevent  an  arms  race 
while  guarding  against  the  dangers 
of  a  military  imbalance  resulting 
from  Soviet  arms  shipments. 
“Protection  of  the  rights  of  Amer¬ 
ican  citizens  to  travel,  to  pursue 
lawful  trade  and  to  engage  in  other 
lawful  activities  abroad  without  dis¬ 
tinction  as  to  race  or  religion  is  a 
cardinal  function  of  the  national 
sovereignty.  We  will  oppose  any 
international  agreement  or  treaW 
which  by  its  terms  or  practices  dif¬ 
ferentiates  among  American  citi¬ 
zens  on  grounds  of  race  or  re¬ 
ligion.” 

The  Republican  Platform  said: 

“In  the  Middle  East,  we  shall  con¬ 
tinue  to  support  the  integrity  and 
independence  of  all  the  states  of 
that  area  including  Israel  and  the 
Arab  states. 

“With  specific  reference  to  Israel 
and  the  Arab  nations,  we  urge  them 
to  imdertake  negotiations  for  a  mu¬ 
tually  acceptable  settlement  of  the 
causes  of  tension  between  them. 
We  pledge  continued  efforts:  to 
eliminate  the  obstacles  to  a  lasting 
peace  in  the  area,  including  the 
human  problem  of  the  Arab  ref¬ 
ugees;  to  seek  an  end  to  transit 
and  trade  restrictions,  blockades 
and  boycotts;  to  secure  freedom  of 
navigation  in  international  water¬ 
ways,  the  cessation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  against  Americans  on  the  basis 
of  religious  beliefs,  and  an  end  to 
the  wasteful  and  dangerous  arms 
race  and  to  the  threat  of  an  arms 
imbalance  in  the  area.” 

•  *  * 

We  are  confident  that  the  new  Ad¬ 
ministration  and  Congress  will  cany 
ont  their  bipartisan  commitments. 
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Aid  to  Israel.  The  United  States  is  not 
likely  to  yield  to  Cairo’s  demand  that  it 
reduce  American  aid  to  Israel.  Prof. 
John  Kenneth  Galbraith,  America’s 
new  Ambassador  to  India,  has  written 
a  position  paper  on  foreign  aid  which 
contributed  to  the  Kennedy  Adminis¬ 
tration’s  approach  to  our  overseas  aid 
program.  Prof.  Galbraith  commended 
American  aid  to  Israel.  In  an  article 
published  in  the  April  1961  issue  of 
Foreign  Affairs,  he  wrote: 

"One  country  that  has  shown  great 
advance  since  the  war,  including  great 
capacity  to  make  effective  use  of  aid, 
has  been  Israel.  It  is  singularly  un¬ 
endowed  with  natural  resources.  It  has 
no  oil  wells,  few  minerals,  insufficient 
water  and  not  much  space.  But  all 
of  the  four  elements  mentioned — ^high 
literacy  and  a  highly  educated  elite,  the 
sense  and  the  reality  of  social  justice, 
an  effective  government  and  a  strong  ' 
sense  of  purpose — are  all  present.  So  . 
there  is  rapid  progress.  The  Israelis,  ■''> 
were  they  forced  to  it,  would  better  do  - 
without  their  aid  than  without  their 
education,  their  sense  of  shared  re¬ 
sponsibility  and  shared  gain,  their 
public  administration  and  their  clear 
view  of  their  destiny." 

The  Suez.  Despite  Cairo’s  rash  of  anti- 
American  propaganda,  our  Government 
gives  no  sign  of  cutting  aid  to  the  UAR. 

On  Feb.  2,  Sen.  Kenneth  B.  Keating 
(R-N.Y.)  asked  the  Department  of  State 
how  the  Administration  intended  to  im¬ 
plement  the  Douglas-Keating  freedom 
of  the  seas  amendment  to  the  Mutual 
Security  Act  adopted  last  year. 

Acting  Assistant  Secretaiiy  of  State 
for  Congressional  Relations  John  S. 
Hoghland  replied,  on  Feb.  24,  to  the 
eff^t  that  the  Administration  had  can- 
va^ed  our  embassies  abroad  and  in¬ 
formed  them  of  the  “Department’s 
long-standing  policy  in  favor  of  free¬ 
dom  of  navigation  in  international 
waterways,  including  in  particular  the 
Suez  Canal.”  Mr.  Hoghland  wrote: 
“Based  on  views  from  our  field  posts, 
the  Department  has  so  far  concluded  — 
that  efforts  to  link  Mutual  Security 
Act  and  P.L.-480  assistance  directly  to 
^e  Suez  transit  question  would  only 
*  intensify  the  very  trade  and  transit 
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restrictions  which  we  all  hope  may  be 
eliminated,  while  at  the  same  rime 
playing  into  the  hands  of  the  Com¬ 
munists  by  exacerbating  Middle  East 
tensions.” 

He  assured  Sen.  Keating,  however, 
that  the  United  States  will  continue  to 
take  all  appropriate  steps  to  ensure  that 
there  would  be  no  discrimination  in  the 
use  of  the  canal  for  Israel  commerce. 

On  the  other  hand,  Americans  in 
Cairo  who  have  been  watching  Nasser’s 
hardening  anti-American  campaign  are 
asking  whether  continued  American  aid 
to  the  UAR  is  really  in  U.S.  interests. 

The  issue  was  discussed  in  a  Cairo 
dispatch  from  Joe  Alex  Morris,  J|.,  N.  Y. 
Herald  Tribune  correspondent,  on  Mar. 
26.  He  drew  attention  to  the  difference 
between  the  “neutralism”  of  Nehru  and 
the  “neutralism”  of  Nasser — dramati¬ 
cally  pointed  up  last  fortnight  by  the 
dispatch  of  4,000  Indian  troops  to  the 
Congo  to  reinforce  the  dwindling  UN 
force — ^weakened  by  Nasser’s  i- 
drawal. 

Mr.  Morris  wrote: 

“It  can  be  argued  that  the  Eisenhower 
Administration’s  original  justification 
for  helping  Mr.  Nasser,  L  e.,  to  free 
him  from  complete  dependence  on  . 
the  Soviet  Union,  is  no  longer  a  valid 
reason.  Although  Mr.  Nasser  locks  up 
his  home-grown  Communists  w’ithout  | 
even  the  benefit  of  rigged  juridical  i 
procedures  for  the  most  part,  his  ad-  1 
herence  to  t’-e  Soviet  line  in  world  , 
politics  has  in  recent  months  become  - 
ever  closer.” 

New  Appointments.  .'G.  Lewis  Jones, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  State  for  Near 
Eastern  and  South  Asian  Affairs,  will 
be  assigned  to  London  as  Deputy  Chief 
of  Mission,  succeeding  Walworth  Bar¬ 
bour,  who  has  been  named  Ambassador 
to  Israel.  It  is  reported  that  his  succes¬ 
sor  will  be  Phillips  Talbot,  who  is  not  a 
member  of  the  U.  S.  foreign  service. 
Mr.  Talbot,  a  former  professor  at  the 
University  of  Chicago  and  a  specialist 
on  Indian  and  South  Asian  affairs,  is 
the  Executive  Director  of  the  American 
University  Field  Staff. 

Parker  Hart,  Mr.  Jones’  deputy,  has 
been  named  Ambassador  to  Saudi 
Arabia.  He  will  be  succeeded  by  Armin 
H.  Meyer,  who  has  been  the  Director 
of  the  Office  of  Near  Eastern  Affairs. 
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